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a measure giving India Dominion status. In view of what had occurred he
thought there should have been a re-affirmation of that policy as an indication to
India that the party meant what it said. As it was, Indian Nationalists and
democrats has come to the conclusion that there was no difference between the
Labour Party and the Liberals and Tories. It was time that something was done to
remove this impression. The least the Government could do was to release those
who were in prison for political offences and at the same time to call a Roffnd Table
Conference to consider the question of a new constitution.

Dr. Drwnmond Shiels, the Under-Secretary for India, contented himself with
replying to the critics of the Government on the question of repression only,
and said nothing on the wider issue of Swaraj. He denied that they had taken
any action against trade union leaders. His chief and himself were as anxious as
anyone to raise the standard of life in India, and nothing had been done to interfere
with the legitimate activities of Labour leaders in that country. The Meerut
prisoners were not charged with fomenting strikes or other forms of agitation, but
with having engaged in a conspiracy to overthrow the Government of India by
armed force and with the financial aid of bodies outside India.

He declared that it was the Communist Party which was making such
strenuous efforts to capture the trade union movement in India. That was the
real danger they had to deal with, He based his argument upon the assumption
that the men now under arrest are either Communists themselves or are in league
with Communists. He assured the delegates that the Government wanted nothing
better than that justice should be done all round. They were anxious that
everything should be done to encourage genuine trade unionism. They were in
favour of the utmost freedom of speech in India consistent with the preservation*
of public order, a condition which was specially important in such a country.
He wanted to make it clear that the Government of India would be supported
by the Home Government in whatever measures were found necessary for dealing
with violence or incitements to violence.

The Conference then proceeded to vote down the reference back proposed by
Mr. Fenner Brockway. At first it appeared that a considerable number in the
hall were of his way of thinking, but when it came to a card vote the figures
were found to be overwhelmingly in favour of the Government. 192,000 votes
were cast for the reference back, but the official policy was endorsed by 1,892,000.

Indians in East Africa

In August 1929 a Delegation of the East African Indian Congress consisting
of Messr J. B. Pandya, B. N. Anantani and Isherdas arrived in India. The mission
on which they had come to their mother-country, to quote the words of one
of its members, "is to educte public opinion in India wtth regard to the
present position of Indians in East Africa and to request the Government
and the leading citizens in India to depute their representatives along
with it to London to place their case before the Colonial Office, the Parliament
and the British public when the report to be made by SIR SAMUEL WILSON,
the permanent Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies, on the Hilton-Young
Commission's recommendations is published in September."

The Delegation's Statment

On the 2oth September a deputation of the Delegation submitted^ to the
Government of India the following ably written memorandum clearly dealing with
the main grievances of the Indians in East Africa.

The deputation first dealt with the question of a common franchise, and
pointed out that the main issue in Kenya to-day was the question of a common roll,
The deputation stated :
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